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SUPERSEDING INDICTMENT 


UNITED ST ATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF THE UNITED STATES 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 


JOSEPH PDfTOb 


Defendant. 


DEC. 19. 1973 

SUPERSEDING INDICTMENT 
i3 CR 1072 
(18U.S.C. 1623) 

JUDD. J. 


THE GRAND JURY CHARGES: 

COUNT ONE 

On or about the 20th day at August. 1973. in the Eastern District 
of New York, a competent tribunal, that is. a Grand Jury at the United States 
of America. My im pa nele d and sworn in the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of New York, was conducting an inquiry to determine among 
other things, whether. In connection with the case of United States v. John Doe. 
C rimin al Case Number 731. 774. there had been committed in the Eastern 
District of New York violations of Title 18. U.S.C. $224 (Sports Bribery) 
and other Federal criminal statutes, said inquiry being a case in which a 
law of the United States authorised an oath to be administered. 


It was material to this Grand Jury inquiry to ascertain, among 


other things: 


a. The times and places at which Joseph F. Pinto purchased 
and cashed his winning Superfecta tickets as well as the identity of any person 


or persons for whom Joseph F, Pinto bought or cashed winning Superfecta 
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tickets 

Pinto. 


SUPERSEDING INDJrnrmrw>r 


persons who bought or cashed winning Superfecta tickets for 


<k» or about the 20th day of August. 1973. the defendant Joseph 


F * Ptal °* hav *« duly taken an oath before the said Grand Jury that, as a 
witness before said Grand Jury, he would testify truly, did then and there, 
wilfully and contrary to such oath, state material matter which he did not 
believe to be true, and knew to be false, to wife 

Q. Mr. Pinto, last time you were here you were telling us 
about wtuoiag a agwrfect. o> March g. Wu that on. ticket that you won > 

*. I had <ae tick* I won. Ihafa right. I had bought five tickets. 
Q* You had bought five tickets? 

A. Right. And here is my daughter's birth certificate and you 

will find the numbers on here. I also parked my car in midtown the day before. 
I think, and on the sticker was 1249. My daughter was bom January 24. 1956. 

Q. What were the other tickets? 

A. 1245. 1246, 1248 and 1256. That's my daughter's birthday and 


1266. I think. 


What kind of tickets were these? 

A. $72 box tickets. 

Q. So you bought five $72 box tickets? 

A. Right. 

Q. Mr. Pinto. I want to get something very clear. Did you 


purchase these tickets yourself. 
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A, I did* 

Q. You ditto' t have anyone purchase them for you? 
A. No. 

(Title 18. United States Code. Section 1833). 

A TRUE BILL 

FOREMAN 


i 

I 

I 
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CHARGE OF THE COURT 

JUDD, J. 

THE COURTi Mr. May arson, Mr. Far a ldo, 

Mr. Pinto, Mias Maddingly and ladies and gentlemen 
of the jury: 

Mow that you have heard the testimony and 
arguments of counsel, it is sy duty to give you 
the instructions of the Court as to the law applicable 
to the case. Z use written notes to be as accurate 
as possible because Z am subject to review although 
a jury verdict is not. 

The determination of the facts is your 
function, but you havs to taka the law as I live 
it to you. First, Z will describe the general 
principles that apply to all criminal trials and 
then Z will tell you the nature of the charges in 
this case and the specific rules of law that applies 
to them, the way to evaluate the evidence and 
something about how to reach a verdict. It is your 
duty as jurors to follow the law and apply the 
rules Z give you to the facts as you find them. 

You are the sole judges of the facts. 
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it ion- whatever 


16 


Whatever counsel Mid in their 


Z may may ir my charge about the facta, is not 
evidence andtea not control your recollection of 
the facts. Ydor recollection is what go v e rn s . 

You are to per from your duties as jurors without 
bias and without prejudice for or against the 
(Jove meant or the defendant, the law does not 
perait jurors to be governed by sympathy or 
prejudice or public opinion. the law presumes a 
defendant innocent of the crime with which be is 
charged and permits nothing but legal evidence to 
be considered in support of any charge against the 
accused, this preemption of innocence in Itself 
is eno ug h to acquit a defendant unless t he jurors 
are satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt of the 
defendant's guilt froa all the evidence in the case. 
Zf you are satisfied, then it is your duty to bring 
la a verdict of guilty. 

Seasonable doubt is a fairly siaple phrase. 

Z will say a little bit about what the law means 


by a 


key* a 


doubt, the language is the real 


doubt is a fair doubt based on 


arising froa the state of 


or froa the dove 


it's failure to 
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produo* ovidoaco on on essential elenent of tho 
rrrlna. A go—QM bU doubt does not mu a doubt 
that a juror Mixes upon arbitrarily or capri- 
ciously because he is reluctant to perforn an 
unpleasant task or bsoauM of the natural sympathy 
we bar* for s cuso n s in trouble. Zt is rarely 
poeslbl* to prove anything to an absolute certainty 
and that is not shat the lav requires. Proof 
beyond a reasonable doubt refers to the type of 
doubt that would sake a reasonable person hesitate 
to act in the laportant affairs of his or bar own 
life. 

Proof beyond a reasonable doubt operates 
on the whole case, zt doesn't nean that each 
bit of evidence oust be prorod beyond a reasonable 
doubt. Zt naans that the sun total of the 
ooreranant's evidence east satisfy you beyond a 
reasonable doubt as to eaoh elenwnt of the orine 
charged or elM you nust acquit, zf you are 
satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt as to each 
elonant of the ease you nust oonviet. 

An indlotnaat is just a foraal nethod of 
aoouslng a person of a or ins. the indie tnsnt is 
not evidence of any kind against the accused and 
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creates no presumption nor does it permit any 
inference of guilt . The defendant has pleaded 
not guilty. The indictment and the plea creates 
the issue Which you suet decide. 

The 1 aw never imposes a duty upon a defen- 
dant in a criminal case to testify or to produce 
any evidence or any witnesses. The fact that 
the defendant did not testify does not create an 
inference that he is guilty. It is not a natter 
you can discuss in the jury room as bearing upon 
your verdict. 

I will tell you more about evaluating 
evidence but Z will just say now. you can draw 
reasonable inferences from the evidence based 
upon your own common sense and general experience 
and from any facts you find were proved. However, 
you cannot decide anything on the basis of specula- 
tion or conjecture. 

Mow. Z turn to the charges in this case. 

The indictment charges that on or about August 20th. 
1973. in the laetern District of Mew York, a com- 
petent tribunal, that is. a Grand Jury of the 
united States of America, duly impaneled and sworn 
in the united States District Court for the 
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Eastern District of Mf York was conducting an 
inquiry to determine among other things# tdiethar# 
in connection with the ease of united States f. 

John Doe# criminal case nunber 731# 774# there 
hod bean coanitted in the Eastern District of . 

Hew Ybxk violations of Title 18# O.S.C. section 
224# sports bribery and other federal criminal 


statutes# said inquiry being a ease in diich a 
law of the united States authorised an oath to 
be etbilnl stared. 

Zt was material to this (brand jury inquiry 
to ascertain# long other things the tines and places 
at which J oseph P. Pinto purchased and cashed his 
winning Superfoeta tickets as well as the identity 
of any person or persons for whom Joseph F. Pinto 
bought or cashed winning Suporfecta tickets or 
persons who bought cashed winning Super facta tickets 


for Nr. Pinto. 

On or about August 20th# 1973# the defendant, 
Joseph r. Pinto# having duly taken an oath before 
the said orand Jury that# as a witness before said 
Or and jury# he would testify truly# did then and 
there# willfully and contrary to such oath# state 
notorial natter Sikh he did not believe to be 
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true, awltaew to bo false. to wit* 

Question! Hr. M»to, loot tin. yon -re 
)wr« yon «[• tailing «• abont nlnniag • *"P* r_ 
tact, on Harch a. »■ that on. ticket that yon 

won? 

Answers I bod coo tickot X won. that's 

right. X bod bought fiwo tickets. 

Question i YOU hod bought five ticket s?> 

Answers Right. had here is sy daughter's 
birth certificate end you will find the nuober. 
on here. X also perked ny cor in uidtown the 
day In fore, X think, end on the sticker wos 1248. 
l{y daughter woe born January 24. 1956. 

Questions Whet were the other tickets? 

Answers 1245. 1246. 1248 and 1256. That's 
*y daughter's birthday and 1268, X think. 

Questions What kind of tickets were these? 
Answers $72.00 bon tickets. 

Questions So you bought five $72.00 box 

tickets? 

Answers Right. 

Question i nr. 1 "* nt to , * t ■°~ thin9 

,«y claar. Did you purd-~ ths« tickst. your~X« 

rs X did. 
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2 I 

3 I 

4 I 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

10 
20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


Oiestiom You didn't have anyone else 
purchase then for you? 

Answers No. 

Now, this is described as a violation of 
Title 18, united states Code section 1623. 


X have read the indictment because that is 
tbs issue. This is Shat is charged. The fact 
that X have read it does not Mean you have to 
find the statements were false. 

The statute tdiich X referred to, section 1623 
of Title 18 says s "Mhoever under oath in any pro- 
ceeding before or ancillary to any Court or Or and 
jury of the united States knowingly Makes any 
false Material declaration Shall be fined or 
iaprisoosd or both.” 


You are not concerned with the fine or tern 
of imprisonment because that is for as to determine 
by the eircunstances and the defendant's past history* 
should there be a verdict of guilty. This section 
further provides that proof beyond a reasonable 
doubt is sufficient for conviction and it is not 
necessary that such proof be made by any particular 
number of witnesses or by documentary or other type 
of evidence. 
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Za order to establish tba criat, the 
Oownmnt anat prove beyond a reasonable doubt 
certain, dtat we call essential elements. There 
are three essential elements required to be proved 
la order to establish perjury under this statute. 

that tbs testimony was givea under 
oath, taken by tbs accu s ed before a Grand jury as 
to sons Material natter. 


that tbs testlaony so given was 


false in one or 


of tbs respects charged, 


and third, that the false testimony was willfully 
given as charged. 

The burden is always on tbs prosecution 
to prove beyond a reasonable doubt every essential 
e l en sn t of tbs or ins charged. The fact that one 
element baa been proved does not create an infer- 
ence that the others have been proved. Bach Must 
be proved. Tbs law never iaposes upon the defen- 
dant in a criminal case the burden of calling 
aay witness or producing say evidence. 

As to the first element, tie materiality of 
the natter involved in the alleged false testimony 
is not a matter with Which you should be concerned. 
That is a question of law for the court to decide 
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•ad I have considered the effect on an inquiry 
into alleged sports bribery or the other federal 
erines which nay have been involved; the Materiality 
of that as to false answers with respect to who 
bought the tickets* when they were bought* which 
ones were cashed and I instruct you that the 
questions as k ed before the Or and jury* as charged 
in the iadictnent * constituted Material Matter in 

i 

tbs Orand Jury investigation described in the 
indictment. 

The issv v« for you to decide are* first* 

_ fi 

tAether the testinony was false and if so* whether 
Nr. Pinto knew it was false. 

. W. | 

■ow* the federal rules provide* with respect 
to a Orand Jury* that the foreman shall have power 
to administer oaths and affirmations and sign all 
indictments. You heard Mr. Wilkinson testify, if 
you are satisfied that he did in fact administer 
an oath to Mr. Pinto as he testified* then you 
nay find that the first element* that this was a 
material statement under oath* has been established. j 
As to the second element* that the testimony 
was false in mm or more respects* that is something 
for you to determine and in that connection* While 
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tbt iadlAtant list* 7 qwatiooa and 7 answers, 
it is sufficient to prows that ay one of the 
anewom **** fnlss in order to support a verdict 
of guilty* 

As to the third element* which is intent* 
the statute .you will recall says "A knowingly 
— d s f a l se statement . • You have to det ermine not 
only that the statement was made end It was mater- 
ial and under oath hut that the defendant knew it 
ialse at the tins he gave it and that involves 
a guest ion of state of mind* The question of 
stats of mind is an issus to be found by the jury. 
Xtle bvrd to determine from direct testimony hut 
it can be inferred from things the defendant says 
or doss. As a practical natter# it is alaost 
impossible to prove the workings of a defendant's 
niad ^ he testified before the Grand Jury* but 
in appropriate oiroumstaaoes# as here, you may 
infer a belief in the falsity by proof of the 
falsity itself, you don't have to make such 
inference hat if you find the testimony was false 
riren before the Grand jury you may find 
the third element# that the testimony* if you 

ii "»• fi"an falsely# was given knowingly 
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and willfully. 

Lat me emphasize this* An essential 
element of the crime is that tha defendant must 
have acted with criminal intent and believed that 


What he 


to was false. He must have hal 


the Intention to deceive. If there was a lack 
of consciousness of the statement, if it was 
inadvertently made then there is no corrupt 
motive and yon must find the defendant not guilty, 
miesc the Government has established to your 
satisfaction beyond a reasonable doubt that the 


statement, even if false, was not given under 
honest mistake or through inadvertence or with 


the hcoest belief it was true, you must find 
the defendant not guilty. However, if you find 
it was false and the defendant knew it was false 
then you must bring in a verdict of guilty. 

You must acquit if any essential element 
is not proved beyond a reasonable doubt and as 
I said before you cannot infer from the fact 
that one element has been proved that the others 
were also proved. 

Bow. with respect to the evaluation of 
evidence, generally speaking, there are two types 
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of wridne* from Which a jury can find facts. 

Ons is direct evidence such as the testimony of 
an eye witness and the other is circumstantial 
evidence Which is the proof ofa of facts 

and circumstances pointing to the coaartssloa of 
an offense. 

For instance *. the circumstantial evidence 
**■*• A* that the prfab-out showed 7 winners in a 
row and Mr. Pinto had told the Grand Jury the 
*irst time that he bought five tickets at a time 
and there is an inconsistency there Which is 
circumstantial evidence. 

As a general rule# the law makes no distinc- 
tion between direct and circumstantial evidence. 

At simply requires that before convicting a defendant# 
the jury must be satisfied of his guilt beyond a 
rMfoniblt doubt from all the evidence in the case. 

Mow# we have the testimony of witnesses 
and croos examination and of course you can con- 
sider the direct examination and the cross examina- 
tion. 

Nhen you consider a witness' testimony you 
are doi n g some of the kind of judging as you would 
do in your life when you try to decide what you are 
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; 

2 

going to do and various people aro called aad 

i • 

3 

they talk to you aad yoo decide dwthtr you ara 

’ 

I 

r 

4 

going to roly on thair testimony or not. 

i* 

j 

5 

10a can consider tka witness* intaraat in 

t 

; 

6 

tha ontor— of tha case, any bias, tha aannar 

! 

i 

7 

ia Mhiob tka witnesses testified, thair eardor 

aad intalllganca aa you observed it. You can 

■ 


8 

I 

i 

9 

ooaaldar tha eactent to diidi any taatiaony has 

j 

10 

■ 

baan corroborated or contradicted! inconsiatan- 

) 

11 

eiaa within tha taatiaony of any witness aithsr 

i 

12 

on direct or eroas snarl nation, if thara ara 


13 

iMcmrtrtmaU. in tb. fntlwm, of . -itn... you 

; *; 

1 

14 

any daoida to disregard tua taatiaony entirely or 


15 

jaat in part. A witness any be mistaken with 

; 

16 

rsspeot to part of tha testiaony and be accurate 

1 

I 

17 

with respect to other parts, that is for you to 

1 

18 

daoida. Xn each case two or aore persons witnessing 

1 

t 

1 

19 

an incident may one it differently. Innocent 

1 

20 

aia-r eool lection like failure of recollection is 

: 

21 

not unoonaon aad in weighing inconsistencies you 

• 

22 

- [ 

should always consider whether tha discrepancies 

• 

23 

result frea innocent error or intentional falsehoods. 

1 

; 

24 

After caking your J migrant you give tha taatiaony 

* 

25 

suah credibility, if any, as you think it deserves. I 

• 
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You don't have to believe even the uncontredicted 
testimony of a witness if you find it just does 


not asks 


With respect to circunstantial evidence. 


1 described before, it in not necessary to 
establish guilt that it exclude every reasonable 


hypothesis of innocence, zt is only necessary 
that the jury be satisfied of the defendant's 
guilt beyond a reasonable doubt on the whole case. 

Ihe law does not require the prosecution 
to call as witnesses all peraons who nay have been 
present at any tine or place involved in the care 
or who nay appear to have sons knowledge of 
■attars in issue at the trial. 

Mr. Faraido called attention to the fact 
that the person waking out the 1099 was not 
produced, lfobody was quite sure who did it. 
bbere there is a witness with knowledge of the 
faevs and he or she is not produced, you nay 
cwjidir first whether the witness was available 
to one aide wore than the other or available 


equally to both rides. It the witness was nore 
available to one side than the other then you 
nay draw an inference that the testinony, if 
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14 
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18 

19 

20 
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23 

24 

25 


given* would not have been favorable to the 
peroon who failed to call the witness. However* 
you do not have to draw such an Inference and 
you should bear In wind that there Is never an 
obligation on the defendant to produce any 
witnesses and again* you have the provision of 
section 1623(e) that it shall not be necessary 
that proof* under this section* be made by any 
particular nueber of witnesses or by docueentary 
or other type of evidence* provided guilt is 
established beyond a reasonable doubt. The 
testimony of a single witness nay be sufficient 
to convince you beyond a reasonable doubt of the 
existence of an essential elsnsnt of the ctIsm 
if you believe beyond a reasonable doubt that 
the witness is telling the truth* 

Z mentioned that you could draw inferences 
from the facts that are established to your 
satisfaction. Zt is not necessary that all 
inferences draiskfron the facts be consistent with 
guilt and inconsistent with every reasonable 
hypothesis of innocence. The drawing of inferen- 
ces is your function to he governed by hunan 
experience but you aust weigh the inferences both 
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2 

favorable and unfavorable to the accused to see 

* 

3 

if it points to guilt beyond a reaeonable doubt 


4 

or leaves a reasonable doubt in your nind. 

• 

5 

The federal law permits a Judge to comnent 


6 

on the evidence provided he Hakes it clear that 


7 

the jurors are the final judges of the evidence. 


8 

Z an not going to spend a great deal of tine on 


9 

it but there were a few things X thought night 


10 

be the subject of comaent. 


11 

Kiss Lee's testimony is of considerable 


12 

importance because she testified that the 35 


13 

tickets were bought by one person and it was not 


14 

Mr. Pinto, you nay consider that that is a 


15 

hard thing to recall out of thousands of people 


16 

she saw over the period of a year or nore she 


17 

has been working. 


18 

You nay also consider that it is unusual 


19 

to buy 35 tickets for $2,500.00. If you look at 


20 

the blow-up of the sheets on the print-out which 


21 

covered these $72.00 bets you will find that the 

« 

22 

bets before were two dollar and ten dollar bets; 

» 

23 

that these wore rather unusual, on that page at 


24 

least, and you can look at the whole print-out 


25 

if you wish to see if it would inpress Itself on 
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• person's mind sufficiently for you to believe 
what Hiss Lee said. 

As far as corroboration of the print-out 
and computer testimony there was testimony 
about potential errors in the computer. 

There was apparently the fact, that the 
middle initial on the fora 1099 is wrong and 
you may consider whether that was a mistake of 
the clerk or somebody else When Hr. Pinto came 
in with the ticket. Then, you have to consider 
what was the ticket that he cashed if not this 
ticket . 

MY recollection of Mr. Shagen's testimony 
was that he said there are possibilities of 
errors in a computer but When you consider the 
various checks and methods of detecting the 
errors and the relationship between the numbers 
on the ticket and the numbers on the magnetic 
drum as reflected on the print-out, the chances 
of error is in relation to one in a trillion and 
a trillion is a million, million. 

Zf you look at the print-out you find 35 
successive $72.00 bets and it is possible that 
35 different peo p le cams up and made successive 


/ 
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j 

if 


t 



$72.00 bets and Hr. Pinto just bought one of 
the ticket s. However, if you look at the 
variety of bets on this sane sheet, there were 
many more than ten different bets and if you 
take randan selections — Which is how you were 
selected, out of a computer, to coma to the jury — 
and assume even that the average person might make 
two bets instead of one, the chances of 18 differ- 
ent people making successive similar bets would 
be — I would suppose about one in 10, on each 
bet, with 18 seros after it Which is more than 
one in a trillion. My mathematics may. be wrong. 
Perhaps one of you drew 13 cards of the same 
suit in a bridge game. You know the possibilities 
of that. 

I noticed *n error in the testimony. I 
think Mr. Shagan told ms it was a 299 to 1 bet 
because it was a $3.00 bet and there were X 
number of bets, 18 bets on a $3.00 ticket. My 
mathematics say 24 or else somebody is being 
overcharged. Those are human errors. 

you have to consider Whether the ticket 
produced in evidence ties in with the 1099 Which 
was produced in evidence and tdiether that is the 
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ticket that Mr. Pinto. cashed and whether if so, 
ha was lying When ha said -I bought five tickets 
together and only five tickets and I bought then 
and X cashed one that I bought." That essentially 
is ths issue for you to decide. 

Again, whatever I have said about the 
evidence does not govern your recollection. It is 
nn«- intended to auaaest that X an reconnending 



not intended to suggest that X an recoanending 
e verdict of guilty or not guilty. That is all for 
you to decide. 

Now, a few words about reaching a verdict. 


As X said, when you go into the jury roan juror 
nunber one will act as forenan, presiding over 
the deliberations and should try to see that every- 
one gets a chance to talk and that no one nonopo- 
lizes the floor and as far as possible, that three 
people do not talk at the sane tine so that you 
all get the benefit of %*iat la being said. 

During your deliberations you should assune 
the attitude of judges of the facts, not partisans 
or advocates. In that way you are waking a real 
contribution to the administration of justice. 
Again, when you deternine the guilt or innocence 
of the defendant, give no consideration to the 
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patter o f punishment. It i. my re.poneibllity 
and it ie « difficult reeponeibility if the 

defendant is found guilty. 

I repeat, your recollection of the evidence 

governs. I* V™ »“* tsstimooy repented you can 
give a note to the marshal snd we will try to 
find it in the note, snd have it read to you. 

Xf you -*nt to look st the cnhiblt. give . not. to 
the earsh.1 and they will be sent in to you. 

Mhen you reach a verdict give a note to 
the marshal reporting .imply that you have reached 
. verdict. When you - in juror m»b.r one will 
announce the verdict orally and then either P» rt l’ 
pay ask to have the Jury polled, meaning s.ch 
jttror responds to whether it is in *sct hi. verdict 
.0 that we know it is a unmdmou. verdict, all 12 
jurors agreeing . 

nch juror may —*• up hi. own mind. Keep 
your own opinion, hut list®, carefully to each 
other end do not he.it.t. to cheng. your opinion 
If you ore convinced that somebody elee hee 
better view of th. feet. Which you did not initielly 
think of. However, the finol deci.ioo .mat be your 
own and there i. no need to give in 1 -c.u.o -ore 
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Wt« X complete ay charge counsel has a 
right to tell me whether they think there is 
anything X left out or anything X have misspoken 
and if so* I will bring you back but that will 
be quite short and I don’t think it should 
Interfere with your proceeding with your delibera- 
tions. 

Your verdict should be without bias* preju- 
dice or sympathy. You are a fact finding body 
«nd it is your duty to decide whether the acts 
charged in the Indictment were committed* whether 
the statements made by Mr. Pinto to the Grand 
Jbry were false and knowingly false. 

You should exercise your own knowledge and 
common sense in reaching a verdict. 


Finally* your oath sums up your duty and 
thot without fear or favor to any man* you 
will well and truly try the issues between the 
Parties according to the evidence given to you 
in court and the laws of the United States. 

1 bo* **k that the marshal be sworn. 

THE CLERK t Yes* your Honor. 

(Assistant united States marshal sworn 
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Cr. foil-: No ?j 


nmtfb Stairs IKatrirt fort 

KM THC 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


OntlUi 


Untied Stolen of America 
v. 

JOSEPH PINTO 


1st 


»«• 73 CR-1072 


diy of February 
government and the defendant appeared in person and 1 


. . , 19 the attorney for U;c 

with counsel , J. Favaluo, Esq. 


It la Amubqbs that the defendant upombtxpfcca.x*Xx a verdict of guilty 





I 


I 

I 

I 



Itaa been eenvteted of the offense of violating T-lb, U.S.Codc, Sec. 1623, in 

that on or about August 20, 1773, in the Eastern District of New York, 

a competent tribunal, that is, n Grand Jury of the United States oi 

America, duly Impaneled and rwom in the U.S. District Court for the 

Eastern District of New York, war conducting an fnqdlry to determine 

among other things, whether in connection with the case of the U.S. v. 

John Doe, Criminal Case #731, 774, there had been committed in the Kosteni 

District of N.Y. violation? of T-18, U. S.C. Sec. .224 (Sport:: Bribery) 

and other Federal Criminal Ftntutcs, raid inquiry being a care in which 

a law of the U.S. authorised an oath to be administered and the defendant 

did then and there wilfully and contrary to such oath , state material 

sMtter which he knew to be false 

as charged* 

and ths court having asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why Judgment should not 
be pronos'noed, snd no s uffic i en t cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court, 

It la Aarusosa that Uw defendant Is guilty as charged and convicted. 


It Is Asju s os s that the defendant to hereby committed to the custody of the Attorney General or 
hta authorised representative for Imprisonment for a period of* one year pursuant to 

T-18, U.S. Code, Sec. 3651. Defendant to serve 60 days and execution 
of the balance of sentence is suspended and the defendant is placed 
on probation for 18 months subject to the standard conditions of 
probation aa sat forth In the standing order of this court dated 
Oct. 13. 1964.4 Fxeoutior. of sentence stayed 10 day? *f notice 
or appeal IcfTl led and execution stayed pr'dlns a&ncal if ro+lcc of 

It la Osstasa that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this judgment and commitment to the 
United fftaUs Marshal or other qualified officer snd that the copy serve as the commitment of the 
defendant. 









rlct Judge 


• Insert by I ii3 me of cou».<eij 
• i counsel a ‘ 

.1 ilul i 


. ......... — counsel" or «Uhuut counsel 

.... and sskad him whether its desired to have counsel u; 

that lie waived the rt*M to the assistance of counsel " j 
tiHh- u a (actual hosts tor the plea ” Hi “not «ulUy. and a vcrdl 


tullty." 


<41 


titter • I ' sentence or sentences. speeUyintr counts 

and. If rnaerc n Uveiy. when each tern Is t«i bruin with 


Mvi.tlveljr 

M “ 
f 


aa the case may 

i If ai 


•iy other ooiaUndlnu onaervod ssntso re . tjt whether del. 
he n.*e or line sod costs, or until he is otherwise dteehamed aa 
utpon/iion sad probation • for uss at Coart to recommend a | 


Clerk 

a defendant of tils rtrtits 
the defendsnt tlw n upon 
and the court brlnr aaltstled 
... “not sullty, nod a tln.lttn: of 
number " If RVMH 

cm an to rvn cnocniTrntlv or erm- 
^ to lermlnntlon of prercdlm term or In 
to be further Imprisoned until p.iytnml of , 
d by law. * Rater any order with respect to 
~ IneUtuttoo 
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STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
COUNTY OF RICHMOND ) 


ss: 


that 


is not a party 
i. Statan Island. 


upon 




ROBERT BAILEY, being duly wnm. deposes and 
to the action, is over 18 years of. age and resides at 286 
N.Y. 10302. That on thep ^dey of 


attorney(s) for 


in this action, at 

the address designated by said attorf*y(s) for thaV purpose by ( 
same enclosed in a postpaid properly addresud wrapper, in an official depository under 
the exclusive care and custody Of the United States post office department within the 
Stale of New York. 




depositing 3 true copies of 


Sworn to before me, thi 




ERT BAILEY 


1 


WILLIAM BAILED 
Notary Public. State of New York 
No. 43-0132945 
Qualified in Richmond County 
Commission Expires March 30, 1976 


I 



